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Period for Reply 

A SHOf^TENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE ^ MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILllNG DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. „ ..^ 

. E«tensioos ofW may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). in no event, iwwever. may a reply be ttmely filed 

aner SK (6) MONTHS from the maKng dale 0^ this communiealion. „.:wor«H 

- |fthep«oodforrcptyspec«kHJabovetsK^lhanthifty(30)days.areplyv^^^^ . 

- SSS^eSS for re^y isspeciHed above, the maximum stalutocy period wi« apply and wilt expire SIX (6) MO^^e^ t^^^^ commun.cat.on. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ^^t^^^ ! 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communicalion. even if t.mely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adiustment. See 37 CFR 1.7040))- 

Status 

1 )□ Respofisive to comfnunication(s) filed on 



2a)n This action Is FINAL. 2bjJ^ This action is non-tina!. 

3)0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fornial matters, prosecution as to the fnerits is 
closed in accoixlance with the practice under Be parfe Quayte. 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4Mr C\^\xn(s) h30 is/are pending in the application. 

^ 4a) Of the above daiin(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5)n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6j)Sia Claimfe^ /t/^ is/are rejected. 
'/)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q-Claim(s) are subject to restiidion and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) ^^he specification is objected tp by the Examiner. 

loMThe drawing(s) filed of ^T^ s^e: a)a accepted or bjl^bjected to by the Examiner. 
^ Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing{s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

1 1 )□ The proposed drawing con-ection filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, con-ected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 
12)0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 , 

13J^ Acknowledgment is made of a claim forforeign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
/ a)r3^ll b)n Some*c)n None of: 

/ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

1 4) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a daim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C, § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a daim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attachment(s) 

1 iSjiotlcc of References Cited (PT(>892) 4) □ Interview Summary {PT0«41 3) Paper No(s). ^ • 

^SSotlce of Draftspefson's Patent Drawing Review (PTa948) ^ S)D Notice of Infomial Patent AppllcaUon<PTO-1 52) 

Jnfonnatton Ofedostjre Stat€fncnt(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) / - 6) □ Other 



^s.P^^^.^o^ g^^^ P3rt of Paper Ho^^ 



PTO-326 (Rev. 04-01) ^ 
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1 . The drawings are objected to because draftsman report, #63 in Fig. 3 mislabeled 
see Fig. 4. A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to 
the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

2. 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, requires the specification to be written in "full, 
clear, concise, and exact terms." The specification is replete with terms which are not 
clear, concise and exact. The specification should be revised carefully in order to 
comply with 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph. Examples of some unclear, inexact or 
verbose terms used in the specification are: In applicant's substitute specification: 
"defined in claim 1", "do no", "elimination of trouble", "troubled drawer", "of dependent 
claims". Brief Description 2 Fig. 1 , #2a, #2b not recited in spec, "support 5", "belts 5", 
"shelf plate 41", "shelf plate 32". 

3. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the features of claims 
14-16 must be shown or the feature{s) canceled from the claim{s). No new matter 
should be entered. 

A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the 
Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings 
will not be held in abeyance. 

4. Claims 5, 7, 1 1 , 1 2, 1 3, 23, 24, 25, 26, 29 and 30 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
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A. ) Claim 5 "according to the introductory clause", 

B. ) Claim 1 1 "said two surfaces" no proper antecedent basis; 

C. ) Claim 12 "said surfaces"; 

D. ) Claim 13 "said surfaces"; 

E. ) Claim 23 "said product support two plane surfaces", 

F. ) Claim 24 "said two surfaces"; 

G. ) Claim 25 "said surfaces"; 

H. ) Claim 26 "said surface"; and 

I. ) Claim 29, 30 indefinite. 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth In section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

7. Claims 1-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Duncan, et al in view of German Publication #4343631, Tokiwa, Castaldi, Hoffmann and 
German Publication #19743793. 
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* Duncan, et al discloses a substantially similar shelf storage facility. Duncan et al 
lack V-shaped supports, specific drive, pulling and retaining fingers. German 
Publication #4343631 discloses the use of V-shaped supports. Tokiwa discloses the 
specific drive arrangement in Fig. 11. Castaldi discloses the use of pulling fingers in 
Fig. 5. Hoffman discloses the use of retaining fingers #120. It would have been 
obvious to a mechanic with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
provide these features to the primary reference. The motivation is store items in V- 
shaped supports. The other features are merely substitution of equivalents. German 
Publication #19743793 discloses the use of a corrugated plate (Figs 5 and 6) (claim 14). 

8. The remaining references are cited to show similar structure. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Examiner Bratlie whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
2669. The examiner can normally be reached on Mondays through Thursday from 6:30 
to 5:00. Friday is the examiner's day off. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 306- 



4177. 




Bratiie/vs 

February 13, 2004 



STEVEN A. BRATUE 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



